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format by including historical and erhnogeographical data. This book will be of interest to any who 
wish to learn about Pre-Columbian human occupation ol coastal Ecuador, neotropical ethnobotany, 
and early South American agricultural practices. However, if the reader is comfortable using techni¬ 
cal keys without illustrations, The Flora of Puna Island will primarily be a very useful fieldbook that 
can be used to identify plants anywhere in the coastal region of Ecuador—Amundu K. Neill, Botani¬ 
cal Research Institute of Texas, 509 Pecan St, Fort Worth, TX 76102-4060, U.S.A., aneill@hrit.or{!^. 


Bertil Nordenstam, Gamal Ei.-Giiazaly, and Mohamed Kassas (eds). 2000. Plant 

Systematics for the 21st Century: Proceedings from a symposium held at 
the Wenner-Gren Centre, Stockholm, in September 1998. (ISBN 1-85578- 
135-2, hbk.). Wenner-Green International Series, Vol. 77. Portland Press Ltd., 
59 Portland Place, London WIB IQW, U.K. (Orders: +44-020-7580-5530, 

editorial@portlandpress.com. North American orders to: Princeton Univ. 

Press, 41 William St. Princeton, NJ 08540, U.S.A.). $120.00,376 pp., numer¬ 
ous b&w drawings, charts, and halftones, 6 3/4" x 9 1/2". 

The august title, "Plant systematics for the 2P' century,” may capture many purchasers for this book. 
II so, the readers will be soundly disappointed with their acquisition. This is not to say there are not 
many uselul and insightlul contributions; there are. But taken together, these collected papers do not 
full ill the promise ol the title. 

In actuality, this is a leslschrift lor two prominent and influential Swedish botanists, Vivi Lau- 
rent-Tackholm and Gunnar Edrtman, who would have been 100 years old at the time of the sympo¬ 
sium. Notice the more accurate characterization lound in the introduction: 

"In choosing the themes ol the symposium we planned to give an overview of the lields of these 
two scholars, namely plant systematics and palynology. In addition to commemorating and remem¬ 
bering the contributions of Tackholm and Erdtman, we also wished to summarize current knowl¬ 
edge in these fields. We also aimed to include new information on some related and expanding re¬ 
search areas ol great biological interest and significance, such as aspects ol anatomy and floral odours.” 

Five papers are biographical. As commemorations ol the contributions ol Erdtman and 
Tackholm, respectively, six papersdiscuss advances in palynology, while four summarize recent stud¬ 
ies in the flora ol Egypt. Six more papers deal with current issues in plant systematics including 
limits to computer analysis and nomenclatural challenges. Four papers examine new techniques 
that have been applied to problems in particular lamilies or orders. Finally the last paper records the 
panel discussion used to wrap up the symposium. 

Many ol the biological papers are case studies ol the application ol new methods to plant sys¬ 
tematics, even the overview papers. A good example is Prance’s paper on the changing focus of re¬ 
search on the Chrysobalanaceae over the last 40 years. Even Kallersjo and Farris’ paper serves pri¬ 
marily to highlight the contribution of Farris’ computer algorithm on parsimony jackknifing. 
Probably the best overviews ol research advances are El-Ghazaly’s paper on new methods in pa¬ 
lynology, Ferguson’s paper on application of pollen morphology in systematics. and Chanda’s com¬ 
ments on the application of palynology to understanding related fields. 

While all the biological papers are excellent summaries of new methods and application of 
those methods over the closing decades of the 20^^ century, only two are truly forward looking. 
Kubitzki’s contribution reviews the state of plant systematics. He tries to foresee the luture trends in 
cladistic and molecular analysis, conflicting data, and inlormation technology. Greutcr is concerned 
for the future of plant nomenclature and the challenge to provide stable names for species and higher 
taxa as global conservation becomes an increasingly important goal lor biologists. 
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Tlu' panel cliseussion disappoints one looking iov (he (uiiire prospects ol plant sysieinatics. l( 
ccanes as no surprise lhat nearly all tlie speakers agreed thai (he (op (hree priorides should he h 

d(H'uinen(a(ion ol (he world's biodiversity helore ii is irreversihU' losi, 1) ctMiserva(ion ol (hai 

/ ^ 

hiodiwrsii\'. and ^)eon(iiuied research (o hei(er iiiulersiaiul e\'olut lonarv inechanisins. Some ol (he 
speakers mentioned increasing and improving herbarium aiul biological da(abases and retrieval. 
I lowever. no OKan was given (o Lleveloj^ing inoeiels on lnn\ (he great!)' expanded daiabasing should 
be achieved. Iiuleed the (aily other reterence lo this important issue was a couple ol |'>aragraphs in 
Kubiicki's pa|X’r. 

Surprising!)'. I lound \'ery little on the next phase lor molecular biolog). That is. mo\ ing I vom a 
simplistic compariscais ol nucleotide secjuences in a lew' anal) zable genes to understanding t he un 

s. Indeed, in Kubitzkis 



derlying geiu'tics nl integrated character complexes (d exia 


assessment I lound just i he opposite, ’‘To this end ltd interpreting character cwolut ion] morphtdogical 
tauaher traitscan be mapped taiitu'ladograms, w Inch sluuild prelerabi) be basc^l on molecular data " 
While 1 understand hisct)ncern ol aN'tading circular reasoning b\ using alternate data sets. I see a 
|a*oblemaiic attitude that isdcweloping in systematics, even among the tradiiitaial mca'phologicall)’ 
oriented researchers. Are w’e (as a bios\ stemat ics communit v) to kaan our classil ications on one or a 

> j 

lew' genes and lorce t he interpretat ion ol mta'phok^gical characters, main cd w'hich derive I rt^n highly 
ct>rrelateLl multi gene complexes, onto thtne simple gene trees? Are w'c lallmg headlong again into 
the iraptd A>ne character taxononn?" IVrliaps we should be more prudent, realizing that t hese highly 
sophistir ated, but philtnt^phicall)' simidistic met hods are not showhng us pln logenet ic hislt^ry an\' 
more t han do the conlusingl)’ honu^plastic mia‘pholt)giCcd met luxb 


S 


While this book lalls short ol its purpmaed goal, nonetheless it is a valuable cad lection ol ai 


tides It IS W(>r(h owning, especial 1)' lor accessing ihe literature on 


g\'. bgypt iati b(Man\’ no 


menclature. and \'arious modern s\'Siematic technicjiies. /\()gci VV' .Sunders, As,S()ciu/e (?ul/t'( tinns 
.Munugto. lyUciniicil Rc'^cdn h hjslifuic u/ 7c\us. Rrccifi S(. I'crl \V(n(h. I \ 7h I02--J0b0. US.A . 

rsundt’/'sC-'^'/u it.(>rg 


Mark I^k^nta. 2003 . Seven Names for the Bellbird: Conservation Geography in 

Honduras. (ISBN 108344-249-6, hhk.). Texas A&N4 University Press,John 
11.1.inclsev Bklt;., Pevvis St., 4334 TAMU, CAMle^^e Station, TX 77843-4334, 
U S..A. (CArders: 18(X)-826-8911, \\'-la\vrenee@tainLi.edLi. vvww.tamLi.edii/ 
npress). SO.OW 230 pp., 33 hiSiw photos, 4 maps, 3 3/4" x 9 1/4". 

Within I he text, Mark bonta takes an et hnogra|Ahic ajAproach to understanding the relationship be 
tween the local people oi I londuras and the birds ol their region, thus seiwing ua create a bridge 
Act ween academic getAgr.iphy and w'hat he calls "tAnl hegicAund ccAiiseiwat ion." Th(‘ reccAuntmg (d 
this apprcAadi and its results takes the lorm ol inrlixadual and lamil)' hisitAries and stories rela)'ecl 
ihiTAughtAut the text. 1 lie partiv ular intent ot the text is tiA dissuade lhe reader lhat humans are en 
t irel)' plesimeti\'e with a r (Ausc iruis purptAse. .md that in particular t he relat icAiis hip between 1 londtu 
ran locals aiul iluar ax'ilauna is ikai inherent 1\ deirimental tiA the birds. I lowcwer. bonta does ikai 


jAarade his 1 mdings as assuraiue that I he birds ha\'e a see iire plac e in t lie 



Aical landscape. 


The text isrlix'ided int(A nine separate cha|Atets, preceded b\' an introducti(An tcA conseiwaticm 
geogra|Ah)', as it w'ill be dealt w'lth Icai* the remainder of the text, and succeeded by an appendix list¬ 
ing t he birds recorded tor t he cent ral (hlancho depart ment ol 1 londuras as w’ell as a glossary caI Span¬ 
ish terms. The I irst chajAter deU’es into l he subject ol ‘‘omit hophilia’ha nat ural lo\'e lor birds) t hrough 
the ile|Aic iion ol a )'Oung girl, l.ucita, and her interaction with the birds in her area. As a standard lor 
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